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Marlene H Dortch 
Sccrctary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S W 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

September 29,2003 

i EC E I v E L 

SEP 2 9 2003 

Re: Petition of WorldCom, Inc. and AT&T Communications of Virginia, Inc., 
Pursuant to Section 252(e)(5) of the Communications Act for Preemption 
of the Jurisdiction of the Virginia State Corporation Commission Regarding 
Interconnection Disputes with Verizon Virginia Inc., and for Expedited 
Arbitration, CC Docket Numbers 00-218 and 00-251 

Dcar Ms  Salas: 

On behalf of Verizon Virginia Inc. (“Verizon”) please find attached an original and four 
copies each of the Motion for Stay and the Application for Review filed by Verizon in  the above- 
referenced proceeding. The attached are the public versions of both documents; proprietary 
versions will be served upon the opposing parties 

Should thcrc by any questions, please contact me at 202.663 6083 

Respectfully submitted. 
n 

Samir Jain [,, 
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